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These issue summaries are created by the BLM after each community meeting. These documents summarize what was shared and are provided to each community for verification or revisions before being considered final. 

Attendance: 
10 residents attended the Bethel community meeting to discuss preliminary alternatives for the Bering Sea-Western Interior (BSWI) Resource Management Plan. Bureau of Land Management (BLM) representatives led discussion time around maps and a sharing session. 

Issues and concerns raised: 
Forestry/Timber Resources
· Responding to discussion regarding the difference between personal use and commercial use, a resident noted Napaimute was selling firewood, substantially more than 10 cords. This is a commercial use and the source of wood is from corporation lands. 
· Would the permit (commercial or personal) be for each season? Yes, each year. However, much of the wood harvest areas that are located near the river have been selected by the state and corporations. 
· A family from Stony River was gathering about 25 cords of drift wood. They went all the way down to Eek.
· A guy I know wants to go upriver and do some logging. A lot of this maybe needs to be made more accessible so people here know how to get the information. BLM responded, the answer depends on which land you want to use; the answer could be entirely different on state or corporation lands. The resident replied, it would be great if the BLM, state, and corporations got together and made similar rules.
· Are there BLM lands between Bethel and the Yukon? People like to go get wood. They travel from the coast to the Yukon to get their wood. BLM responded, we have not talked about an overland route; we talked about floating it down from as far as Stony River.

Subsistence/Wildlife 
· Bethel residents sometimes go moose hunting on BLM lands, which are a distance from Bethel.
· For subsistence, is there a federal hunt? Yes. 
· In the Innoko Bottoms area, there is a proposal to create wildlife conservation area. Is this something Bethel residents would support? Yes, meeting participants expressed support for stipulations to restrict cutting of willows/browse for moose. 
· Meeting attendees expressed general support for restrictions for permitted activities that would affect browse, near wetlands or near river bottoms. 
· Musk ox populations are perceived to be increasing; more animals have been seen in the Bethel area in recent years. Discussion related to this topic: 
· If someone sees a musk ox, they go out and kill it. We were told by a lot of federal people that we are poaching. 
· There were 16 musk oxen in this area. There were 7 in the Johnson area, but they were not counted. They haven’t counted moose in this area since the moratorium. They had a hunting opening last year and the quota was filled in 4 days. There are lots of moose, but they are not counting them. The first time they opened a 10-day hunt, they didn’t fill the quota. There are more musk oxen now, and the hunt was finished quickly. If bison are coming down from Nome, there are a lot of willows in that area.



Mining
· Should we restrict mining or development in moose habitat in this area? Yes, it will likely just tear up the land.
· If you go to Tuluksak, they will tell you the history of the Nyac mine. There has been a lot of work and restoration activities for that site. For the longest time there were no fish in that river.
· There are restrictions on state land, for example, you cannot change a salmon stream. Does BLM have similar restrictions? For mining on BLM land, are the restrictions similar to restrictions from state land. Are the permit processes similar? BLM responded, there are 3 new instruction memorandums for placer mining. They no longer do placer mining in the lower 48. For the BSWI plan, we are considering management alternatives that would allow only a certain percentage of an area to be disturbed by placer mining at any given time. The mined area must be restored before moving to a new segment. For example, at Nyac, they kept moving from segment to segment, but that project was not required to do restoration before moving to the next segment. 
· Tailings, how many miles wide and how many miles long? On the moose level and on the bird level, they don’t know how to read. Are they going make a sign saying birds do not land on a tailings pond?
· Concern was expressed about potential impacts on wildlife due to mining activities at the proposed Donlin Gold Mine. Discussion summary includes:
· With the proposed development of the river, BLM has nothing to do with that. But BLM has property in the vicinity (of proposed Donlin Gold Mine). I know they have been doing exploration up there for a long time, but they have not been blasting yet that I know of. Is the blasting explosives or choppers going to have effects on wildlife? 
· BLM responded: They will analyze impacts to wildlife in the EIS. BLM has the proposed pipeline location on one of the maps for reference. Our part in the Donlin EIS focuses on the permit application for the pipeline. 
· I bring this up because I do a lot of communication with Pebble Partnership and in the Iliamna area, about whatever they are doing with choppers, and digging up, and exploring. People in the Iliamna area people have to go further now to get caribou. Are people here going to have to be travelling further, just like our neighbors in the Iliamna area? 

Fisheries
· The state regulates diversion of water, even on federal lands.
· Residents are concerned about fish populations. It’s not just salmon, it’s also whitefish, blackfish. Many streams have not been inventoried.
· If BLM requires inventory of fish prior to any kind of stream disturbance, are residents supportive. Meeting attendees expressed general support. 

Wild and Scenic Rivers
· What about Wild and Scenic Rivers? There’s one that flows into Yukon near Andreafsky. Does BLM designate that? Yes, but the only one we have now is Unalakleet. There are 23 rivers are eligible; there is another step to determine suitability. We hope to finish the studies a year from now, when they are released with the draft plan.

Travel Management
· The Association of Village Council Presidents (AVCP) is looking at corridor road planning between the Yukon and Kuskokwim rivers. BLM replied, they haven’t settled on a route yet that would cross BLM lands. We looked at analyzing a potential route in this plan, but it is premature, because there is not a firm proposal at this point. 
· We are looking at using that road to partner with the barge companies to do back hauling for recyclables. There are possible plans to use that AVCP road corridor. There are already plans going on to possibly use that corridor. Connexes will be stored in that area with lead acid batteries, Freon, and contaminants that will be removed from the villages. We need to consider many risks potentially associated with that road.
· It’s easy to make a regulation regarding travel management, but hard to enforce it. Even if there are regulations on the books, it’s not like there is going to be someone out there watching. It’s more of a gesture. That’s a pretty vast area. 
· Concern was expressed regarding use of all-terrain vehicles (ATVs) and damage to tundra and subsistence resources. Summary of discussion included:
· There are some villages that are riding around on the tundra in the summer with their ATVs and snowmachines. Should we have some rules about that? Should we have designated routes? Go on the beach, not on the tundra. It takes 100 years for tundra to recover. I’d rather see no travel on the tundra. We have been trying to educate people to please not use those on the tundra at all. We could make geoblock roads on the tundra for ATVs. We could encourage the communities to make regulations and fine or take away their ATVs. I know that they will get really upset at me when I bring this up, but there is a legitimate reason to let them know that it is the wrong thing to do.
· BLM noted that 17b easements exist, allowing access across corporation lands to BLM lands. How should BLM lands be managed for ATVs that access via the 17b easements? Just putting weight and width limits can still cause damage to the land.
· Let the ANCSA villages know that we don’t want the land to be damaged. Of course you have to have a route. They can use an environmentally safe road. Have designated trail in tundra areas, with no overland travel. We are going to start losing the geese that lay their eggs there. Once that area is damaged, they (geese) are not coming back. 
· BLM responded, we have had discussions about travel only allowed on existing trails or roads. The issue that comes up is subsistence. 
· The reason we are trying to protect the land is because of our subsistence resources. There will be somebody out there that will say, “How the heck can I go get the food?” Use the route! You can walk! If our way of life is so doggone valuable, why are they trying to run around on an ATV when we can walk like our ancestors did? 
· BLM staff noted that the agency is caught in the middle. BLM cannot get in the way of someone accessing subsistence resources. What does that mean is the bottom line? Can we regulate ATVs by weight or designated route those subsistence users have the right to access?
· Use your BLM markers to establish the route. 

Areas of Critical Environmental Concern
· Are you aware of any endangered species in this area or on the Kuskokwim? No. The Endangered Species Act would take over if there were. 
· A resident noted that it looks like there are some ACECs that are overlaying the coal area. BLM agreed and noted the ACECs established in the last planning effort may or may not be retained. The most important thing in those areas is salmon rearing, even if coal development is allowed in the area. There are some areas near Kaltag or Nulato that could be developed for coal. There are a couple other little pockets. It’s pretty unlikely oil and gas development would occur.

General
· There are always many acts. What about the Migratory Bird Treaty Act? We are concerned about Kuskokwim salmon. What does the book say? Any kind of problem we run into, they say, it doesn’t say it in the book. There are all kinds of regulations on different things. 
· What is the purpose of these meetings? It says “resources.” Do you want to know what kind of resources the tribe needs? ANCSA villages? BLM responded, the plan will direct how we will manage these lands for the next 20 years; it will be our guiding document. The protection for moose browse that we discussed earlier. If that is adopted in the plan, the manager would not have discretion; browse would be required to be protected. We are asking communities what they are interested in seeing in the plan.
· Is the state going to know what your plan is? Yes, so are the refuges, the native corporations, just like the public. 
· How many people participated during scoping? 8. For a 20 year plan? BLM responded, the BLM lands are farther from Bethel, so this planning process may not generate as much interest in Bethel. In the smaller communities closer to BLM lands we are getting good participation. The online open house is available on the project website. We expect to visit communities again during the release of the draft plan.
· With a proposed pipeline from Cook Inlet to Donlin, and TERRA GCI broadband, I don’t get this.  What are you expecting to hear from the tribes regarding management that you have now? BLM responded, what we have now is an old framework plan and it does not touch on issues that people care about. For example, in the old plan, we have no restrictions to protect moose browse. We are looking for information for the new plan.
· Discussed Public Land Orders (PLOs) – These are withdrawals, to allow for selection conveyances to take place without encumbrance. Do we recommend retaining those withdrawals or lifting them? Most conveyances are complete and we have recommended removing the withdrawals. The Secretary of the Interior has not taken action on those within recent years. For example, if this high mining potential were on BLM land, there may be a push to remove those withdrawals.
· Coastal erosion, due to climate change – what are your plans for that? What are you going to do to protect your lands that are eroding into the ocean? There’s a lot up there by St. Michael’s and Unalakleet? Some studies show that in 50 years, that whole area will be covered in water.
· Wood bison will be introduced. Will that be on BLM land? Will it be federally managed? BLM responded the state is handling the wood bison release. They will be released on other lands, but will likely eventually end up on BLM land. The US Fish and Wildlife Service declared non-essential experimental population. They will not be considered a threatened species, unless they go onto a National Wildlife Refuge. The state is expecting they will be used for hunting and subsistence purposes. The state will determine when they will be hunted. On Native corporation, BLM, state lands, and others, they are just another species. 
· Did you bring this to Yukon River Watershed Council? They are on our stakeholder list; we will check.
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